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The purpose of this Maxi JI practicum was to assess the needs ' 

, . . ■ . . . . . . .. • ■, : : . , .■ .... - ji- 

Of thm ptiblie concerning the^ need for Ui^^ ' . 

prograins and develop a broohura that would Supply this needed 
infonnat^on. The ^leeds a^essment was conducted^ln fhree Florida^. 
§ohool/ districts. The needs tdtntified Ih the Tasaessmeht were 
used io devslop a broehurt, A post survey suggests that the , 
bteohur^ irtay be useful in other school districts to Increase the 

■ ' ■ i; ■■■ - ■ 

aiifstwitlve knowledge of the ^pnbUo eonee^ning federal pro^ 
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".the ^^lyurpose'of , thi^ :practlcim j^ag' to 



"deveW that: would assist in informing the public at)l)ut 

federall^iT funded .educational progplo^ Although a change in' attitude ^ 

^ ' is likely to be a result of increasing the ;gubstantlye know^ledge of 

' ' - ■ \- ' ■ \ ^ \ ' ■ ' \ " ■ : 

^' the public concerningjf.edeitiljp^ 

It was expected that 'an increase in substantive khowladRa^;^!! result in 
.improvfjd public relationsV thei*ebyi gaining support for /these programs, 

^ . ^ ^ ' , , ^ -/ 

A needs assessment was conducted in, three medium aised Florida . 

. * .'eountWp to determine the ertent of knowledge- of the pubUQ about the 

fim selected federal progruns^^ The re.^iults ' of thi^ .assessiaent w^ere 

used' in 'developing materials . for- use with the"public# 

' The brochure included infonnatipn abo^t ;ESEA Title I, ESEA Title" II, 
^ E9EA' Title IIi; National Dfefense^ Act, md Federal' Impac^t, These materials 

wdre made ^avaUlabla to a selected sample of the public tb evaluate the 
x^^fectlvehass of these materials "in achieving the statredipu^^Qse. 

'The post purvey included the s^amt population as the ne#de assessment. 
' The School Adviso3:y Cbtmcir members were selected In- each of the three 
Fl^da counties to obtain their ppinionf concerning the'^effeotiveness. 

- ■■ ' , ^ _ . -..^ }.. .- \ ' .... .,...-.^.J , ... - ;■ ■ - ,■■ 

of the brochure. , - ' / . * - . 

f * Thr overkii; conclusion was that th^ trraterials 4proVtded the rieeded^^^^^ 
K information to increap a the knowledge of the publia about federally; . 
funded/educational programs; 
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= : . ^ - CHAPTER I ' ^ \'\ . ^ . 

TIffi PROBmi, MilCCTATIONS, AND CRITEKCA OF SUCCESS OF Tm. PRACTICM^ . 

The Feder^ GoTerranent is big business* ^ Aloni with big business 
.comes a. lot of "red tape" or papework to justify any e^enditure of ; * 
funds prpvlded by the Federri Government. After the paseage of the 
Elementary and Secondly Education Act of 19$$ § a tremendous amount of , 
money became aTailable for fmidlng a vaidety of educational progrmis^ 
The|e billions of doilars made ayaijlable for eduQational programs, 
coupled with^.other tv^ds alrea^ being utiHSed for these purposes, * 
have create^ in the minds of many Americais questions bixA doubts that 
have* caused problems in many local school districts. * It vas these ^ ^ ^ 
questions and doubts that precipitated this practicum* * : . 

I. Tfffi PROBiai ^ 

Statement of the problem . It was the purpose of. this pi^acticum 
iX) to measure the amount of aubstantlve toiowledge of the public concaiTiing 
federal programsi (2) to develop public relations materials to infonn 
th# public about federal programs based on the needs identified in the 
needs assessment questlonnairei (3) to use these materials irtth the 
pfublic to see if this information Increaped their aubstantive knowledge 
about federai programs! and (U) to make these materials givailable to 
other school dletricts for their posolblo use. 

13 



ItSras the prendat of this p^lLcticral^that if the publio is informed 

\ ' / . ' ' 

about the .purposes for which federal funds are being spent tjie^ public 
is more isolined to support the es^enditure ,of these funds* 

, Insert ance of the practio™i# Nearly ten yelare have passed sinoe 
the passage ^of the Elementary and Seeondaiy Education Act of 1965# 
During this time local school districts have placed informing the pubUc 
about federal progrfflns in low priority* A very small percentage of 
these funds have gone to programs that would assist the. public in " 
understanding why these f\mdg are being spent, who are the recipients 
of these* aervlcesi and what benefits sff*e derived from the expenditure 
of these funds* 

\ . - ' . ■ 

The publio question^ the expenditure of federal funds for educational 

purposes* In mmiy areas the public thinks of federal ^inds on3ly in terms 

of forced busing arid desegregation of schools. The pub3dc has the 

conception that the Federal Qbverraient is tiding to take over the local 

school system* ^Generallyi the public is suspect the Federal GoyemmBnt 

involvement in the education of boys &nd girl$* A stipna is attached to 

these funds because the publie has little or no knowledge about federal 

funds and how they are used in tSc oducational programs* ; 

\ ^ ll. UmTATIONS OF Tfffi STUDY 

Substantive knowled^o * This practlcum has been limited to the 
measurement of the substantive knowledge of tho public cpncoroing federal 
programs* It was felt that this need must be mot before ai^ other arba . 



of einphasis vas atten^tedt Hiere are several side effecta that^eould 
reeult from a practical of this natiura. Passage of mora bond issues 
and^ndUage elections j inDreased aaceptanoe of the non-federally funded 
programs^ ajid inereased morale among instructional pereonnei are. a few 
exaniples* -^^ ^ ^ _ % . , ' 

. Change in attitude . With an inerease in subetantive Imowledge, it 
was anticipated there would be a change in attitude* Although a measure 
of a change. in attltudej par ae, was not intended^ a chMge in attitude 
would effect the responses of the In^vlduals saiT^led with the needs 
assessment questionnaire* No attempt. will be undertsJcen to separate the 
two issues in this, practi cum # 

■ ~ : ■ ' ' ^ ■ ^ 

• . ■ III. CRITEKIA. OF .SUCCESS ' ' / 

There were two crlterda used to determine the success of the practlcum. 
The practlcimi was considered successful if (1) there were signific&tit 
differences (at *10 confidence level) in the positive Increase as in- 
pdicated by a compartson of the results on the needs assessment and the 
post survey I and (2) seventy-five percent of those surveyed were to 
indicate mi opinion of 7 or hlghor on thtf sc^e^ of 1 - 10, with 10 being ^ 
the WLghesti In response to the brochure* 



CHAPTER II ; . - " 

Tiffi proceduee; 

The proMdure in this practicuin invqlvBd working with personnel_ 3^n 

three Florida school ^^stricts, , Theae distrtcts vrere chosen because 

Of their geographical ilooatibii throughout the» state/ the sindlarlty in 

sehool populatjoni the similarity in educiitlonal problimp, and their 

villingnass to cooperate in the stu^. . - . , * * 

. . ' I, NEEDS ASSESSlffiNT . 

• ■ ■ ■ . , ■ ■ ^ . 

, PuiTpOBe of the needs assesainent g The purpose ,of the needi assessmant 

was to deterndne, the areas in whleh the publio needed information relative 

to federal pi'ograms. A needs assessnient requires four statements, each 

answering one of the follo^ng questions i ^ 

a) What is expected? ■ 

b) Wiat currently e^dsts? - , . 
o) Wiat is the discrepancy? 

d) ^ftat strategy is /intended to r^ove the discrepmcy? 
The needs assessment conducted in this practiciun presents Information 
that will assist in ^mswerlng these four questions. The results of thr 
needs assessment will be presented in a later section of this document* 

Preparinrt the questionnaire , A questionnaire was prepared tq assist 
In surveying the pubUc to answer the, question, **What currently exlet?" 
It was anticipatedi after working several yearp with federal progriUTis, 
that the public had Uttle or ho information about the use of federal 
funds in the local educational programs. The desire to Increase the 
knowledge must be based on factual informationi not speculation alon^* 
One or morn questions wero devoiopod to monsuro the knowledge of th^j 
public about each fcdornl progrnm* Ad^tlonal space was lirovidod for tho 
rospondont to mnko suggestions nnd/or cownonts to further clarify tho 
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'''' ' V :.; , ^ . 

% deslri^for adctttional irifoCTiation. (See Appendix A) ^ . . 

A letter was mriled with each queatlonnM 
the a^rY#y# Those surveyad were^ssured^ that their peiponae would be 
trearted confidentially* ^ • . , ^ ^ ^ * . , 

/ ' lach .person surveyed recelYed p p^^ . - 

' ^^'^ ■ ^ .J . / > ■ ; ■ = . . ' ^ ■ ' ' ^ * ^ ' ^ ^ ' " 

envelope In whleh to retiarn the completed -questlonnttre,. / / . V ' 

. ' ' ^ ■ , ■ * ■■ ^ • . ^ ' ^- ^ ^ ^ . - " ' ^ ^ - r ': ■ 
Before the final draft^of the qtleetionnaire .wae made it was given to 

several individuals for their reeponse^^ . Adjustments were madf ^ere needed^ J 
' .When needs assessment was conduoted t The initial questioymaire .was ; ^ - 



V 



m^led.durine October |L97li, %he majority of the repliee were received ' i 
within the first two weeks ^ter^ the midHngVd^^^ Other ^^©n^leted * . 
questtonnadres'were received for fow mol^a weeks'. At that, tijAe' the- res\lltB, 
^ere tabulated and ^ ana^^is was made of the data. Thi^ analysis ;"> tyi \ : v 

'* . * ' . ' ' ' i " . = 

ditei^lmd thi dascrepwcy between in^at 1^ eDqpectedT** and IWiat currently 
ei^ts?" " / ^ \ . 

Iftniare needs agsesament was' conducted ^ Three Florida school distiicts 

were choseri in which to conduct the survey. , These diatrteta were Colwiblat^ ^ 

% ' . . ■ ^ '.^ " * ■= ' 

Hernando, and Jlighl^hdSvCounties, (See Appendix B) Columbia' County 

.: 4 i . - 

represelits North Florldai Heraando Coimty represents Central Fl^jddai and 
Hiohlands County represents South Florida. These qountles have appro^diTiately 
tho sane munbdr of students. A letter of inquiry was inalled ,tp the super* 
Intondont of the throe eoimties asking for thej.r cooperation In this projoot. 
Those thrao countloo wore wiillnB to cooperate, thoroby, glvlnE onoURh for 
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* d sanple of the ig^at^ t<j conduct the survey. : 

j^p was InTolyed in needs agsegCTient , ? There are many wayff a saiiiple 
cfiuftDe selected to use In conducting a neelis asaesament* ^ The procedure 
'may 1>e very sophisticated;: as those used presWwtial 'elections to declare . / 
a vimier long Wrfpr© the polls close. Another prfacedureMiay involve 'a 
personal Interview which teqmres a lot 'of time md effort, A much lees ^ * . ' 
involved ^procedure iB.:one in which a questionnaire is mailed to a seledt ' \ 

' ^ . ^-v' ■ ■■ ■ ■ ' ' / 

grmip. of people* ^ /^e latter was ^he, procedure used In this pracpin?™!* ' . - 
The aelel?'fe group ^^f" people consisted, of the ;Ad^rt,sory Council nibnbers ^pf 
each of the. tfirc'e counties, ^ These co\mcllB are required by law in Floidda, 
^ese councils were chosen sinc^ they Wf re ^lread^li% e^stence and were - ^ 
willing to sei^a in^^his capacity, .The 1973 &gisla these > 

Advisory Councils to assist in the evaluation of ^ the educational programs V 
of the Individual schools, This^' assigned tosk was ye^ eimil^r to the , . / 
problein identified in this priictlcwn^ It was' logical tb use these . ^ 
Ad^BOry Councils for this swv^, ' 

' Slsse of asOTple for ppmnR opinion , ^ Research studies have shown | , - 
that a . surpri singly smali sample tdll serve as a basis to adequately predict . 

the reaults from the total population. The siie ot the sample depends on 

' ■ ■ i ^ ^ - ■* ' . - . 

hc3iw much errot can be tolerftte4 and the mriounti pf '4otMl desired fes bl ' ^ 
■ ■ .. / .r* ' ' ' ■ - ' ■ , 

result of the survey, Tho thble on tho following pate, prodded by 

' 1 ^ ^ ' \' .V ^^-^ -"^ ■ ' ' ^ 

Hedlund was used as a guide In detormining tho san^lo size. 



%aul A, Hedlimd, 'Monsyrlrin Public Opinion on School Jflsuoa" 
(unpubllahod EdD project, Tcachoro Collocoi Columbia Univorslty, I9U1), 
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^ Size of pample f6r poj^ng opinion* 



RMige of eivor = ' ■ •» / • E^jnated ' Dj-vAsjidn of .Opinion 

r<LeTe3. of Conf Iderioe) : , - ■ ' . 'tim f-W^. , . .65^- 35% - 50% - gO^ 



- 5 



R'om this . table it can .be seen, for ekaitple. .that a representative" sample . 
bf 38$ .would provide thB^lnvestigatDr with /Lnf oimatlon relattVe to. tha > . 
entire pop-ulation Kith£n 5^ d£ the t^ue figurf , . ' 

- A groiip^of 150 was cKosen to 'sa^le for the purpoee^^bf tHlp^^p^ 
Arrange of ^ error of '10% could eas3?ly be tolerated, .to get feedback from the 

V ResultB of/ the naedg as^e'is'ment * The data cqmplled from the needs 

I - ■ t^' T \ \ . • *- . ^ ^ . 

assaasinerit wM kept'deparm'te for each of. the eotmtlee* This would enable ^ 
the inveatlgator t© mokm a^'judgement about which materlala would be 
appropriate to share with *theae sdHo(^1 dlstriote BX\d other eehbol dlstrloti 
of a similar nature, • ^ ^ ' * 

A awranai^ of- the data was also prodUG^d for the three school dietriGts* 
The public relatlohs materials ye**© based on this summaiy Information. 
Tho rosponsbs tp? the Open ended questions were grouped smd sunmari^ed. 

Implicationo of tho noeria flSBesgmont ^ The noods assosoment was used 
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. to detewtflni the kind of infomatlon 'that was inoluded in" the public « ' 
rtlations Jiaaterials. Slnee the-Tnatetials- being developed to be uaeW 
in different aohool ^striots the inftmatldn deidVed from the needs 
aaeessment^was maly^iecl for its relaMve^^ir^^rttooe to- ihe total pnd 
?j^roduct* « ^ . % . . ^ ; ^ 

-^- v -;^, ^■■ 

. ' , , ,|5ven thougli f sderal aid to . educ atlon has been in e^fetenoe for a , 
* ^ rii|^iBr of yeai's ttie public does not undeistand the role of thii fidd in 



ponjtaiotion^with tMe^^jo^^^ edi&ati^al program. Efforts hi&ve* been, made 
to a' llMted degreeVin the pait. These efforts haw not bedn extensive; 
Nor have the efforts'^een airtfed at the average perabh* The materiils 
hgVe been of a technical nature, and not in layman's language a(S that the 
average pereon can tmderstand. This iar ^fficnlt taek sljjpe the nature 



^ of the role of the Feder^ Government is teehnloal, , v 

The brochure was the strata^ ^enqjloyed to overcome the diBCT^pmoy 
that was identified 4n the an^ysis of the data from the needs assessment. 



Selection of federal programs * Practically- every educational program. 

?r~ " " . ■ ' - . . ■ V- -\ /■ ' , ■ ■ ' 

in. exi stance In the United States. is eligible for federal aaelatanoe either 
direct]^ or indirootly. To attempt to ppepi^rtf a brochure to cover all 
of thege prograitis would bo oyeinirhelMnR taBk. Therefore, the five major 
federal programa that provide funds for educatiohal prograins in Columbia 
County were selected for this ^brochure. This aploction does hot attempt 
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in' any way to evaluate th^ desirability of these programs or other* progrfins 
in eristance in other coimties# Priority. among these programs is not ' 
intended in ^he order In whi oh. they are presented in- the publication* _ s 

FoTOftt ' y'sed in the broehure . The foTOat for the ^brochure was selected* 
'following th^ ana]^aie of the data from the needs sseessment* It was 
detinnined to^be neci^aryj by the practictjmi partioipant^ that the law = 
whould be stated as 4 souroe of the legal basis for the federal program. 
The conDluddpng statement was riso the ^idea of the prabticwn partlcipmt*'^ 
Other Headings were selected to pro'tide information needed by those sampled' 
Tdth the questlomaire. . (See Appen^x Q - 

Jhe eleven-page , printed baf-i^pbwS* include a descriptive oartoan 
about each prograan. Credit is given to 'pgp artist of the ortginal carMons*^ 

■ . . . . ^ ^ ■ ^ 

in the Acknowledgements. V ' 

Off setting the prtnting gave easy acceasltillity to the individual 
progrOTis* This off-set format provided differing mounts of space* The* 
longer programs were able to be printed on two pages and ^ the shorter 
progrmis were printed on two pages* < 

Involvement of personnel from the Florida Departoient of Education * 
A knowledgeable person from the Dep^tonent of Education was identified in 
each of the federal program areas* TM.S person was given a copy -of the 
materlai prior to prtnting and asked to respond to the j^^racy of *the 
information* They were also given the opportunity to ms^e addH^ional 
conwients and/or suggest&ns ^hat would improve the brochure* Eadh person 
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r^aponded to this request, tSee Appendix D) The revisions suggested ■ 

hy the Dspartment of Eduoatidn persomiel were 'incorporated into, the 

report before it went to preaa. . ^ / : — _ 

' III, THE TAPES 

A oassette tape was prepared on each of the^ federal progrima, ^ese^ 
tapes fo3Llowed the same general fonnat develpped for the brochwa* A 
qtieation and answer approaoh was used to reply to the cpnberria identified 
in the needs asseaament# ^ ' • 

The material used in the tapea had imdergone a teat by knowledgeable 
people at the Florida Department of Education (See Appendix D) /bo detamine 
. adequacy of infoOTati^h and local aehool peraonnel had responded to the 
ii^omation, therefore, further/testing of the material' in the tapes was 
^peihed imnecesaary* ' To get J^dback on the quality of the recording 
two people wei^ asked to liaten to the tapes and give verbal reBponses.' 
This feedback wms auppbrtive and no chmgea were made In the tapes. 

Since the tapes were to bemused 'ri.thout a controlled audidnee no 
procedure waa developed to gather infomation to be used in the evaluation. 

Copies of these tapes were made available to local radio stations 
to use in their general prograihlng. ^ 



%V, POST SUilVElf 



Purpogo of the post aurvey# The purpose of the post survey was to 
gather data concomlnR the adequacy of the public relations materials in 
meeting the noedo of the pubUc. identified in the needs aasosement* The 
brochuro was tho stratogy used to overcome tho discrepancy identified from 

Er|c 22 



an malysis of the data in the needs assessmeht. A pdst survey was 
conducted to see if this ^brochure would b© adequate In furnishing ipif onna- 
tion to overcome the diecrepancy. ' ' , 

Preparing the post survey Questionhaire » The post 'survey was preparea 

veiiy much like, the needs assessment questionnidre. The open ended question^ 

... . . ' * ' ' ^ ,.- ' : 0 • ^ ^ ' 

were not included* A scale of 1 (low) to 10 (high) was added to assist 

those surveyed in evaluating the brochure. (See Appendix E) 

When post survey : was aonducted * A questiohn^re^ letter of ex^anation^ 
self-addressed stairqped envelopej and the brochure we^e mriled -Uie third 
week of March of 1975«: A request was made in the letter e^lalning the 
survey that the-^^al was 100% return in seven days* This request was madi 
in an attempt to get mp,re responses earUer thm the original surveys 

Vfhere . post survey w^s oonduotedj The sane three Florida school ^ 
districts were used for the post survey as were used in the needs assessmtnt*^ 

Who was involved in post survey. Members of the School Advisory 
Councils were used in the jsost survey, Approsdmately 50 members weie ^ 
Identified in each of the three Florida school districts to be used In 
the post survey. This provided a total of IjO persons « 

Results of the post survey , Ve^ few responses were received during 
■ the first seven dnys* after the mailing of the questionnaire even though 
a request was made for an early return* Easter vacatioji was included in 
this seven days which could account for a slow return* The second week 
brought the bydk of the responses*- ' * , 

The "re suits i^ro conplled as the questionnaires were received* A 
Buranary of the data was mado for oach school district prior to onajlyzinG 
the data, . , 

' ' ■ ' 23' ■ ' 



V . CHAPTER III - 

■ « ' TIE QUE'STIONHAI RE RESULTS ' " ' - 

How people feel towwd a situation or an event is a fact,' Tl^s , 
must be acknowledged even though it is true that the opinion ma# .npjjt - 
be based on or consistent with facts, or objective and verifiable tnfor- 
mation* This is the positibn accepted by, the writer of this practieum. 
The results of the questionnaire will be suinmarlMd and analysed tn 
keeping, with this philosophy. 

The data for each of the surveys^^dll be presented separately by 
"question for each of the three school districts and a v^omblned total £ot 
th^ three school districts, A eramiaiy of the ©ppn-ended: questions' 
be given here,* A cwnplete set of data may be'^fo^md in F, 



■ ■ ^ " "V NEEDS ASSESSpNT Ql^STlOMNMRE 

The first niiestion of the needs assessrrtent questionnmre related 



to ESEA| Title I, 

' ' TABIE II 



1. Are you aware of the area of emphasis. Qf th^ ^Jitle I program 
in your local school district? y ^ /v 

GoluiTibla Cpuhty - . . Yes 6h% Nq, 36% 

Hernando County . Yes 38^^ No 62% 

Highlands County % Yes 33^ ^ No 67% 

^ Total . Yes k9% No 51% 



Columbia Co\mty,"viith a poaitive responso of sixty-four percent. 



"has a nnioh larger pereentage of people who know what Tittle I is. than 
the othar ootrnties. Of the five federal prografna being tised in this 
surreyj. Colymbia Goiinty has by far the greatest peroentage 'pf wisweri 
on Titla I, Forty-nine percent of the people aurveyed in tlie. three ' ^ 
coimties said they knew the emphasis of Title I • Again, thta^.is . 
the largest percentage of positive mswers of the filre progrfions being 
atudaed. ! # ' 

/ *AB^ III. ' 



II# Do you understand (the procedure) how a school becomes a Title I 
target school? ,^ i ; / 



Columbia CoTin,ty v 


.^.,Yes 


32% 


No- ■ 


68% 


Hernando County . 


' vFtea ■ ■ 




No. 


69% 


HighlMids County 


tea 


22% 


■ No 


. 78% 


Total ' - 


Yes 


m 


, No 


'70% 



Question niMber two relates j alsoi to Title I,. With severity percent 
of the people respon^ng negatively Indioates^ m overwhe]jfiing per* 
Qeyitage of the people do not underatahd how a school becomes a target -r' 
school for Title j purposes* fto school dletrict came nea^ the. fifity; :; 
percent, level of positive answers, while Highlands County was vei^' ^^dv; 
at twenjly^two percent^, ^ ' : ' 

. r . TABLE IV . ■ / . ' 



III. is participation in Title I in your school ^strict the 
poor? 

Columbia County Yea 'lli$ No 21% DonH know 09% 

Hernando County Yes 25% No 19% Don't know 56% 

Highlands County ^ . rYes 56% No 22% Don't know 22% , 

Total Yea 26% No 23% ' Don't know 51% ri^ 



One of the areas generally .cbnf^a^d when Titl^ discussed Is ' • 
that* the program Is fpr the poor only. Question nwnber three indicates, 
whin yes' and don't know percentages^ ^re coinbinedj that seventy-se^an^ 
peroeyrt of . the people^ think thaV Title are limited to the T)Oor.; 

/ TABI£ "V / ^ . 



Sty,: Are you aware of the er^haals of the Title program in your local 

Bchool ^strict? ^ , . ^ J h< ^ , 

• . - 4 • . . • . ■ ^ - - - " ■ -. ^ - ■ " -■ . ^ . 

■ . * I . . . " . . : ' ■ . . . , ^ - 1 

Colmibia County * Yes ^ 23% No^v v77^ . V ^ 

/ ' Hernando Cdun^ Yes 25%- No 75^ ^ ^ ■ 

, ^ Highlands'Coimty / -Yes No 39^ . / ^ 

- ^ ^ ^ Yes No 7^ : ^ . ; 



Question ,ptufnber four measures the Awareness ,of the pu^Hc toward 
Title II profframs. An overwhelming percentage of those Bur^!^l&tt^id ^ 



;i^t underetand the area ojf emphaalS 'Ot ^Tltl^ 11^, Hlghltods GoUnty %dth 
only eleten^;pyrfe0nt^ positive mswers Indlcatf s the lowest understandisfg 
af Title II of the three counties suryeyW* 

TABIE Vi; 



V# Are you aware of the restrictions'' piafee^^n school districts who 

. partleipate ^In Title ll? : 

i ' ,• * . • # 

Coiuinbia Coimty ,Yes ' No 95% 

, Hernando County "yea. i .;19% No 8W 

Highlands County ' -.^or ' 11% No 8?% , ■ 

Totflil ' Yea liS^'-lJiNo 69* ■ 



• f 'Cal^blo County, vrtlli only five percent poBittvo rogponaes, has the 
iowedi response of any of the questions In tthe survey. An ovorall reaponao 



of eleven pdrcent indicates that most people do not imderatand the 
Testrictions placed on school systems to participate in Title 11* 



TABLE VII 



VIW ; you aware of the CTiphasis of Title III progrwns nationwide? 



.ColnnMa Goimty Tea ihSt No , 86% 

Heriiando CJounty Yaa 13% No 67% 

Highlands .County Yes 11% No 89% 

Tbtal Yes 13% - No 87% 



%a percentage of negative reaponees, an indloation of laok of 
linderstanding of Title III progranis natlonwlda^ ranged from eighty-six 



percent in Colimbia Coimty to eighty^nine percent in Highlands Coimty| 
This is the shortest span betwe&n the counties of ^qr data gathered In 
the needa assessment survey. 

viii , - V 

1^1, The ^sslana orbited a satellita (Sputnik I) «oimd the earth before, 
the United States. In your ^IMon was; this tnough . reason 
a nationwide federally assisted progrra in science and math? 



4A- 



eolmbla County YeS Ji^^^ No 59% 

HeTOando County Yes ?^^6i No 38% (one no response) 

Highlswrfis County Yes ' i33* No 56% (one no response) 

Totil Yes i4S% . ^No„_ S15l_ 



Question number seven related to t^^m support for ^# Matlonii tof enst 
Education Act (NreA)*y The response washout pertly split~ibetween the ^ 
supporters and those that opposed the e^enditttt'e^ d^ by the United 
States Oovemment to eiAmee the teaching of sclehce and math for security 
,pm!poset#: V ^ . 



TABI£ IX 



VIII. Do you feel addl|ional federal funds shotad be obtained by your 
lo^Jfea-qobool dijsiri.et? , _ 

Columbia County Yaa . 6h% ■ No 36* 

Hernando County Yes 8W No 19% 

> fllghlands County Yea 78%. Ho 22% 

Totri^ Yes 72« No 2B% 

' - . - - - - 

Colunbla County had the lowest percentage of those swveyed indicating 

they w#re in favor of obtalMng ad^tlenal fedtral funds, A^hl^ of tighty* 

on© percent in favor of obtalirf^ng adcdtional federal funds ^ was recorded 

in Hernando County, Seventy*two percent of those surveyed Indicated 

.. . . ^ r - ... . . . . i« J, _ . . . . . _ 

thiy vere in favor of recelvlh 



IX# Are you now or have you ever been oonaeTOed aBout the Fad^^ 
placing excessive restrictions on you^ local school district? 

: ; mM Osil^^^^^^ ^^^^ : 

ColOTibla County Se&. 68% . No 18% Yes 5956 N6 : ^^^ 

^HeTOOTdo Co\mty' Yei 6956 No 3W Yes iSW No 3i* 

mghlands Courilgr : Yes 56% No 33% Yes^ 7816 No 22% 

Total Yes 66% No 26% V Yes^^^^ ^5^^^ No 19% 



Question number nine meaCTred the concera^of the public about the 
Pederal Qoverrnnent 'a excessive restrictlpns on local sehool districts, 
Evan though there were several ques tlomirires that di d not include a — ^ ™^ 
response to both items it is evident that the public has concern that too 
many restrictions «*e placed on the local school distrtct. An increase 
from ttfty^three percent five years ago to sixty-six percent In 197U 
Ih^cates that the concern^ is Increasing rather than decreasing. 



X, In your opinion, what percent of the people in your school district 
- TOBpgrt the use of federal funds for ^ducation?^ 



Colxbnbia County 


■ ■ - 0 ■■■»• 


1^% 


9% 


t6 - 


50SS 


27% 




?1 - 


75% 


U5% ; 


76 - 


l6o% 


9% 


Hernando County 


0- 


25% 


6% 


26 - 


50% 


_25% 




51 - 


75% 


56% 


76 - 


100% 


._ 6% 


Highltods County 


0- 


2i% 


11% ; 


26 - 


50% 


22% 




: 51 - 


75% 


au% 


V 76 - 


100% 


22% 


Tot^ 


0 - 


25% 


, 9% 


26 - 


50% 


26% 




51- 


75% 




76 - 


100% 


1^ 



^^^Suppoi^ f 6F f edir^ 

ten. Forty-nine percent of those surveyed in^eated 51 - 75% of the ■ 
people support federal fiid to educatloni eleven percent Indleated 76 - 100% 
of the people support federal aid and| thlrty-fiTe pereent of the ^UMlc 
beUete less than half of the piAlle support fedpria aid t« ei§ucBtlon,/^^^^^^ 

, • TABIB XII ' 



n* The Federal QoveriBnent does not p^ local property taxes on ptoperty 
owned within the school dlatrict. Are you f aidliar ■with the program 
to compensate for local taxes? 

Columbia Coun^ TCes ' lif % No 86% : 



Hemmdtf County - Yes 6% No 9U% 

mihiafiar countr ^^^^ 

Total Yes US. No 89% 



r 



(taly eleven percent of the publie is fradUw the 
locfii school district is compensated by the Federri O^venmint for not , 
paying locsd property taxes. A high of ninety-four percent in Heraaidd ,f 
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Co\mty anc/a low jof eighty-si% peroent in Coliinbia cfeiity Indle^ed 
they clLd not know about the proBmin used to compensate local acjhippl 
^stHeW^f or^f ©aeri^ ^ot^en" tho^Ii^aal- tax rolls . " 



TAM£ nil 



XII, In your opinion, ^at is the -graateit. need of 'federally funded 
^ education^' programs in yoin'" local School "dU-striot? ~" r ^ 



Response 



ftiilding program 
Improve reading ■ ^ 
Improve pT^bUc relations 
Imprpve math 
Vocational programs 
Basic teachinB ^ ^ 



Media resoin'ces 
Morei taaohers 



Nimber of !fesponses 



10 

. 3 ' 
3 

-2 

2 . ' 
2 



the eight weas id.th the largest n\OTb^. of responses are , 
here. These m's shown In priority deteiTnined hy the moat responses^ The 

top threa show the concern of ttie piAUe toward providiiig adequate housing, 

: \ ^ " ' • - \ . ■ . ■ / ^. ^ .. ■ \^ i - 

for eaireattonal programs^ the national tod state ^haSis on reading^ and 

- v ^ ■ '--^ .-■ V ■ . ^ _ - 

the concern of thfe piAlic to improve public relations of federal programs, 

' Mas^ of the respondents did not answ^ tMs qufstion.;, Jl complete 34s t 
of respohses^may be found in Appenijix : ^ ^ ''^'■v--' 



Xfll* In yow opinioni what ia wong wi^ educational 
programs iii yow local school ^strict? 



Response 

Wbllc relations 
Nothing wong 
Too much paper 
^00 many g\ridelii\ei 



Humber of responses 



10 
k 
3 
2 



This stxmmary shows only the top foiir rasponsea In priority, Public 
relations wa^ the area most people found backing* Many of the respondents 



gaTO. no mswer to this que3tion#\ A comple-^e set of responses may be foimd / 
in Appendix F , 

' . TABLE ^30r . 



jnv* Please make any additional remarks about federal aid to eduoatlon 
that you irtsh to mak©# , " * . * (. ^, 

Response ttonber of responses 

taek of pubUo knowledge / ^ 5 • ' 
Support of federal programs U 
Waste in federal programs - . ^ _ U : ^ . - : - - 



When asked to' hiaka aa^ additional c^m^ts* ttie respondents placed . 
a lack of knowledge by the publdo in the number one p&sitlon* This was 
'.foUwed TOiy elosaly by support for federal programs and a chwge that 
federal programs iproiflde considerable waste in funds* Maiy of the Respondent 
did not iaisw#r this question* A complete set of responses mi^ be found in 
Appendix * ^ V 

' r * li. POST SURVEY QUESTIONNAira ^, 
The results of the psst surrey are presented in the saaiie fomat as 
- the needs assessment results for ease of- comparison* - 

. V ■ : ■ , , : \ " ... : . i ■ ' 

TABIE XVI ,. 

n|Z^^Dl^^iw^^-T^^«.^^ ' ' ; - — rrrr _ . - --^^ ' - . ' ' " " - - ^ - ^ ^ ~__^_L 

I. to-e ybu^^^a^^ emphasis of the Title I program in youi 

local school district? 

-4 . 
-V ColumMa^County 

Hemando County . 
Highlands County 
^ Total 



Yes 


m 


No 


16* 


yes 




No 


20% 


Yes 




No 


h\A 


Yes 


n% 


No 


23% 




• ' ' (Columbia County, witl> a positive response of Bh%p and Hernando County, 

tdth^^ 80%, show 'a much higher percentage of part- 

iSr^-^tlcitJmtJl^^^^ I_,^after_receiying J>he. brqchu The responses ^ 

■^ V;%rom County indicate that only 56% of the participants und^r- 

stantf;-ihfe ires of emphasis of Title 1. * 



31, bor'you "imdtrstand (tha procedure) how a school b^omes a Title 1 
target \achool7- - U." ^ '-^ 

0^1»mM.a County . • - Y 89% No 11% 

Mla^ando .County Yes 87% No 13% 

HlgKlands Obunty ' * ITaa 67% No 33% 
^ ^^ Ttitil-— ------ --- - - -^ea^ ^ 



After leceiTring the tflroehvre the riiapondents from Coiwibla ^ounty and 
Hernando C6U|it^ indieated an 89% 87%, respectlTelyy ^ 
of the proefedure by which school becomes a Title 1 school,./ HighlMds 
eounty, wit^' 67% is 20 percentage polnta below Heniandb Cptoty |j|t positive 

reaponsas*^^^this^^ item* ■ 



mr 

f}- ' TABIB mil 



III. Is Tpftftlcipation in. Title I in your school district limited to 

the':^oort* '. . • ■ ■■ . . : • ,'- 

^lianbi| Coimty , ^ Yes " l6% " No : SU^^ ~ 

ftiiandS County Yes 0% No 100% 

ghlahds County Yea 22% No 78% 

Total -v Yes 12% No 88% 

Those person^ responding to the questlo^aire from Hernando County > 
indicate a porftlW responae of , 100% to thia item relating to partielpatimn 
in Title I, Colombia County, with 81j%j md Highlands Coimtyi with 78%, 
show that the_part|glpaj^ have a good understanding that the Title I 
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-ipi-ogram is not limited to the poor* 



TABLE m ;, 



IV. Are you aware of the etttphaslB of the Title II program i!^ 

school disti^lct? ^ ^ // ' * 

Colimibia County i&m ^79% No 21% ' 

Hernando County Yes 80% No ^ 20S6 

Highlands County Yes hh% NO / 56% 

Total ' . ^ Yes 72% No 28% 



An overwhtliidng percentage of those surv^ed In C 
Hernando Coimtlea invested an understanding of the einphasia of Title 

II programs In their respeetive domtiea* The re spondents f r^ Hi ghlands 

■ 1 ■ , - , • I ■ ■ ■ . ■ ■ 

County inUcated that only lili% imderstood the emphaeis ^of Title 11* 



TABIE EC 



V* Are you aw^e of the restrietions plaoed on school dlstidots who' 
participate in Title II? 



Columbia County 






No 




HelTiando County 


Yes 


73%. 


No 


27% 


Highlands County 


Yes 


67* 


No. 


33?6 


r Total V 


Yes 


Bl% 


No 


19% 



Columbia County | with. 95% positive responses^ has the highest per-^ 
centage of respondents who indicate m awareness of the restrietlons 
placed on school districts who p^ticipate in Title II • Hernando and ^ 
Highlands Counties have a positive response of 73% and 67%, respectively* 



TABLE nCC 



^ » y^'&^L ?^^^ emphaisia J^itle III pyogyamg ^nationwide 

Columbia County Yes 6U% No 2$% V/ 

Hernando County Yes 73% Ko ^ 

Highlands County Yes 56?6 No kh% 

Total . , ^ Yes 7056 No 30% 

Seventy percent of those responding from , the three counties indicated 
m amreneas of Title III progrms nationwide* Columbia County had 
^posltlTO responses, the highest of the three counties* Only sUghtly 
over half 9 ^6%, from Highlwds County indicated an awareness €^ Title 
lU^natlonwlile * ' ' ^ J ^ ■ - ^ 



TABm xxn 



VH# The Bussians orbited a satellite (Sputnik 1) around the earth before 
the United States* |In yffur opinion was this enough reason to begin 
IL nationwide federiJ.ly assisted program 4n science and math? 

Columbia County * Tes No 

Hernando^' County Yes 60$ No 20% v 

mghlands Co\mty Yes UUS No $6% 

Total Yes 63« No 37% 



Question number seven j sst^Ung support for the Natlonri Defense 
Education Act^ showed the lowest percentage of positive responses of the 
surv^» Hemando Comty bad 8W poa highest of the^^^^.^. 



tteee counties for* this question^ 



. f. ■ 



f 

I 



■ ■ . 3.4 
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TABLE XXIII 



you feel ad^tlonal f ederal^^ 
local school district? 



your " . 



GoliMbia County 
'Hernando County 
Highlands County 
Total' 



Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 



68% 
80% 
67% 
72% 



No 
No 
No 
No 



32% 
20% 
33% 
28% 



■ — : i ■ — — — 

Eighty percent of those ain^eyed in Hernando . County indicated they 
were in favor of obtaining more federal funds. Columbia County and 
Highlands County Indieated a eixty*etght wd eixty'-seven percant positiv© 
response— to- this- question.— i^— — :-^.^^=-^— .__-^_— ^„ ^„^.— i 



IX, M*© you now or have you ever been eoneeiiied. about the Federal Oovenment : 
placing excessive restrictions on your local school district? 

. NOW 1975 " rorora* (Five years ftigo) 

Golumbia County Yes S3%- No 37% N/R 10% Yes U2% Nt) 37% N/R 21% 

Hernando County Yes U7% No 53% Yei 67% No 27% W 6% 

Highlands County Yes 56% No 33% N/R 11% Yea 3li% No bh%: N/R 22% 

Tot^ Yes 51% No U2% N/ft 7% Yes U9% No 35% N/R l6% 



^estipn number nine measured ihe aoncern of the pubUe afeout exeessive 
restrictions being p^ced on l^eal school cietricts. SHihtly mor# then 
haif of the reapohdtnts in ^ Goimties indicated - 

concern of excessive i^estrictiona being placed^ on school districts by the 
Federal Gdvewrment, Slightly less than h^, hl%$ of the respondents in 
Heraindo County J^incUloated the smne concern* Only the respondents from 



I' 



Heitiando County in^cated a percentage higher than fifty percent on the 



erJc 



35 



survey relating to concern of excessive reatrlctiona five years ago* 



TABtE XXV 



X, in yOTir opinion, what pejaent of -the pubHc In your school district 
supports the use of federal funds for education?" ' . ' , 



Columbia County 



^ 0 - gg^'-^ g% 26 - ?0% h2% 

■ $X - 1$% ^ ■ _K _ 76 -100% _11% 

Hernando County - 2^ _J% 26-5056 

. • 51-75% 76 -100% 7% 

Highlands ^unty dv- 25% 11% 26 - 50^ h<>% 

51 r -iS^ • 

Total ' 0 - 25%' - 7% - 26 . 5P% 37% 

11^*75% U0% 76-100% 9% 



(Some responses included no\ opiid.on] 



Forty percent of those wrveysc^dndicattd 51 ^ 75 percent' of the 
publdo aifl)port federal to education. The reaponae from Her^ 
Coianty, 53%f was the^higheai pereentagp of support for tM.s item, On^ 
seven percent of those surveyed in the three bounties Indicated 0 * 2^ 
percent support for federad aid. . , - 



H. The Feder^ Ooverranent does not pay Jocal property tKeg on property 
owned^^thln the school ^strict. Are you fOTdUar with the progrm 
to compensate for loo^ taxes? ■ . ^ ^ - • 



Columbia County 
Hernando /bounty 
fflghlands County 
Tota V 



Yes 


79% 


Ho 


21% 


Tfes 


67% 


No 


33% 


yes 




No 


56% 


Yes 


■ 67% 


No 


33% 



Those responding to the post su^ey questlonn^re form Colmbla Cowity 



irjdieated a seyenty-^ne pttrcent imderatandlhg of the proeedur© used to 
cemperisate for the Federal Goveiroient not paying taxes on property owned 
in the iocal school district. Forty-four percent of those re^onding 



fribnr Highlands County indicated a positive response to this item, A j ^'^ 

tptal of sixty-seven percent \ from the three cbuntiee surv^^d indicated m) . 
awareness ofi^t^m program*-} ' / ^ : - ^ ^: - ^V^^.-i^V^-'-- - - 

, TABIE Xmi 

XII, :Us£^ the rating scale below, circle the mmber that indicates your 

overall opinion of the. brochure in providing infdmation abmit federal 
, pt'ograAiS? ' , " ^ ' ^ ' 

: Columbia Cbunty 

Hernando County*^ 6% 

Highlands County ^ 11% 
^otal ^ 2% ^ 

— Question number- twelve- asked^Uiose siaweye^ ^tolexpt^ss_their_ opinion^ 





5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 








S% 


26% 


21% 


37% 


€ • 


65S' 


6% 


20% 


2B% 


3a% 


22% 


21% 






U% 


11% 


23% 




1% 




■ $% 


21% 


21%.. 


33% 



about the brochure subiri.tted to thMcentalning infoOTation about federal 
programs* fill rty- three per ce^^t gave the bmohur^ m rating of 10, the highest 
ppsalble on' a continum 6f 1 * 10, ■ Only eight percent gave/^he broe'hure a 
rating below 5* * " . . " ' ^ • y . 

: ' • TABIE BOTH ^ 

^ » ^ '- ■ ■ ■ I . 

— ^ ... _ ' _ . „ 'i^' 

XIII« Please make suggestions for revlWon of the brochure, 

^ . . ■ • . . ^ ■ -^^ -r^^' ■ ^ , ■:'^>y _ u . . " 

. 1* Give examples of how federal aid has helped the schools 

directly. . ' 

* . 2# Recommend distribution o? the brochure as is* / ^ ;v ^ 

3* Briefer, less legal, teras, give examples* 
I h* Reword second Iparagraph of. Title I, ESEA,^^uAder/requiremep^^ 
' to participate, fourth sentence* . . * .t - - 

5* On front cover add Federal Prograns Dealing with Education*" ' 

; Most of the respondents made no coirahent on revision of the brochure* 
Several comp3dmentary coiranents were jnade. Two responses dealt ifrf-tli a * 



request for more specific exairrplss. Another requested a briefer brochure 
with fewer legal terms. One request was made for rewording thel^ourth 
. santenoa of the , second paragraph under wRequiraments to Pa^ti,cipate". in 



Title' I> ESEA. The last, suggestion was .to add Education to the front 

/' ' , ■ • -""•■»,: 

of t^e brochure to identify the' area of emphasis of the federal progrffle*'? , . i- 




THE SJGNIFfCAi^CE OF THE DIFFEHENGE BETWEEN TWO PERCENTAGES 



Item 
I 

n — 
m 

IV 
V 

w 

m 

vm 

IX 



Needs ^ • 
Assessment 



Post 




' Table 3CnX. compares the percentages pf positive responses on 
needs .assessment iind the positive responses on the post survey* The ,10 
cQitfldenee lefrel. ,used^'l^ this comparison. AH items showed 8^; sig- - 
nif icant difference between the needs sasessinent arid the post eurroy w^th 



the exception* dt Item 'VIII. The percentage in Item VIII was the same , 
$11 .the needs assessment and the post suityoy, therefore^ there was nov ' 
ficant -difference* - ^-^^^^-^^^'^^^^-•-'^^ 

In comparing the percentages on the needs assessment with those of 

I • . 

'tea post aurv#, a procedure entitled **Tha Significance of the XUfference 

I ' 

Betfreen Two P^reentaiefl" by C, H, lasrahe and P. C, Baker of -Purdua 





CHATTER' IV' 



$jptA,RY, CONci.tjSIONS,;; AND IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURfi STTTOT 

^ A needs asstessment was conducted in thi^ee Florida school districts - 
WmBomre the substantive khowledge of federal educatiQi^al programs by 
/^ha pubUc. The data from the peeds. assessment" were used as a basis to 
develop the brochwe on federal educational, progr&ns. *'Thls brochure was 
aubnitted to "the School Advisory Ootmcil members aidrig:^*^ a pest survey 
auestionhaii?e to see if the brochure tnoreased the>;j™||^mtivfi ki^owledge 




of -theg4ijnam6eri»^- Iha__poat suwey_WLS _condueted^p.f j3^^^^^^0h©i ' 

reactiohs concerning Vfedarsl aid'^o' &kuok%l'on and to £^^|tf^i;nlon of 
those surveyed toward the effectivieness of the brochuip* /^^^p^ v' ' l 

" Questians were asked .in the needs assesament md post survey about 
each of the federal programs included in the brochure. These programs^ 
Title I* Title, Hi Titlf lllf Federal Intact, md National Defence^: 
.Education Aet warej fehO^lh as the major programs to be included in the 
brocliu^fe since «iey were idenldf ied in the budget of the: Colimbia Qornity { 
. SchopL System, th4 . home county of jthe^pr act^Qfflrt^^ ..... 

When asked if the^ were aware of the emphasie of the Title 1 progrmi 
Vj:n their locU. school system, fbrty-^nlne p#^^^^ in the 

.needs assesment incttcate'd they knew of the emphasta, " On the post craurvey. 



seventy-seven percent Indicated awarehesi of Title I. This was an 
increase of 28 percentage points Mid this increase was considered aig- 
nif leant at the *10 confidence level using a procedure developed by 
|#awshe and Baker of Purdue University, All other total percentagea 
were compared using this ^s me procedure. 

The percentage indicating the greatest increase was .found in 
question Niiinber V, Those surveyed i in the needs assessment indiqated 
a low percentage of awareneas of the restriotlons placed on school 
districts who participate in Title II # On the post sur^y, a total 
of eighty-one percent indicated they were awarp of the restrictlbna 
placed on iocal, school sySteins who acrept federal funds* Thia was f 
increase of 70 percentage points* ; ^ 

All questional \dth the exception of question Number VIII, indicatfd| 
a significant difference between the needs issessment and the post 
survey, ^ ^ ^ * 

In question XIII the respondents' indicated a need for Improved 
public rolations as their first choice of wh^t .was wrong with f eaerally ^ 
funded educational programs. In question HI improved public relations 
was rhentioncd In thlfd place when asked ^hat tho groatoat need was for 



federalfly funded ational progrwns* In question XIV, lack of public 

^ ' r ' / 

* knowlodge about federal progrfims was mdntiohod most ofte«« 

noopondento Indicated more knowledge about the Title 1 program than 
' any othor. progrnm receiving federal aid. This program. In the pasti 
hasirocolYed more money from the Fodoral Qoverrtnont than any other progrmn 



Eighty percent of thos© responding to the question conoei^ing the ^< 
aiequacy of the brochure, gave the brochure a ratirig -of 7 or higher. 
Man^ coimtnte ware made Incttcating approval of -^e'lDroclvire. ' Flortda^ 
State Depar'bnent of Eduoation persoimel vera compUmentaiy^f'l^he brpohi«*e« 

II. CONCLUSIONS 

The needs assessment survey provided data to substwillate the ol^ma 
that the pubUe laeke'd knowledge about federally funded eduoational 
programs. A significant inerease in substantive knowledge was- indicated 
after those surveyed had acaass to the brochure developed as part of this 
praoticum. ^ 

yhe results of this practlaifln indicated thW the public w;as concerned 
about tha ©xaesslve restrictions placed on a scrapol district that ancepts 
federal funds for educational programs. It appeared from the data that 
the brochure assisted in reducing this concern about /excessive , restrictions. 

A high percentage of the public felt that additional federal funds 
should be obtained by their local school district, kmy of .those responding 
Indicated that these additional funds should go for Improving the school 
facilities (buildings) of the local school district. Othars indicated 
that tho funds 'ohould to the ochool diotrlct ao general aid to bo uood 
ftfi tho school ?3yo.trm do&j^os. -The data from this practicum indicated 

gonornl support by tho public for fodoral ^d to oducatlon. 

* . ■ * 

Tho brochuro was succosoful in IncroaSing tho aubstimtlYO knowlodgo ^ 



of those siirTeyed, By providing this brochure to^ the public an inereaie 

in substantive knowledge on the part of the pubUc^ can be expected. 

- fc . ^ - ' 

ft 

Title I received the W.ghest rating of all the prpgrams in the needs 
aseeseitient survey. Title I hag Mceived more^ funds in the past than ary 
other program. This factor alone would acoount for this program having the 
highest peroentage of awarerieis of all the programs in the needs assesstnent* 

The selection of the School Adyisory Councils, as the group to be 
surveyed proved to be a good choice. These Tnembers Mere alrea^ involved 
in the evaluation of school programs. This factor is given credit for the 
large differences, between the pre Md post surveys ♦ .The comients (See^ 
Appendix H) made on the post survey indioate a highly positive reaction 
to the brochure, 

HI, IMPLICATIONS POR FUTIM STUOT 

The brochure should be revised annually to update the ^public concerning 
chanBOS in federal law, A system should be developed to elicit feedback on 
th© concemo of the public about federal cdd to education* As in all phases 

of ?ducation| a continuoua program of public relations should be developed, , 

... * 

This practicum did not attempt to measure a chwigo in attitude toward 
federal nid, A l^ituro study, moamiW-ng the change in attitude of the 
public toward fodoral aid, would provo intorosting* 

A roplication of this project would provide information to other 
countioB oxporioncinG a lag botwoon Information about a progrwn ond knowlodg 
of tho publlo# { 

' 43 , 
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APPENDIX A 

309 Plnft Streat 
Lake Cltfi Flarida 



iVm snelsssd quaatlmnalrs Is^almp distributed to a salaet 
^to^^ q£ Indlvl^als to Bsmplm public opinion toward fadarall^ 
funded aducatlonal prograM. TheM ara ao "rt^t" or "woag" 
an^ars to ths qu^stlona and yont mB%^mtm will ba traatad 
eohfldanttally* The information will ba eonsalldetad mi no parmn 
will ba Idahtlflad with roy wiawsr^van* ^Is Infofmatlon will 
provlda a basla tot tha davalopmant of matarlals to Infom tha 
pijbllc about Cadarally flnanead adueatlonal prograina. ' . 

I 

Would you ;plaata taka a faw fidnutas to complata tha 
quaatldnnatrsi p^aea It In the aalf-addraaaadp atair^ad anvelopa 
md m turn It today? Slnee only a saii^ia of tha publla Is balng 
aurvayad It la of gtaat Importmee that your raply ba ratunad* 

Ihmk you for your tlina and effort. 



Slnoaralyi 



Ottia Houston 




. ; ■ V.:; , ^ , =/ . . , ■ 3U 

Are you awaxe of the ataa ef. ©nTphftsis of tha Title I prograifi In your 
: loeai B^obl distrtet? * > . V 



_yes 



no 



II, Vo you understand (thfe proeedure) how a adiool beeomes a tttle^ I 
target s^ool^ * ' 



_^es 



no 



III, is partielpatlen In Title I in your s^eheol dlstriet limited to 
the poor? ■ * . , , 

yea ' n o d on' t know 



IV. Are you aware of the 'ftfrphasis of the Title II progrm in your local 
school district? ^\ ^ 

y es "fc . ■ n o ; , ■ . ^ . 

"""" " " ' ■ " ' W . ■ ■ - ' ^ 

V, Are you aware of the restrictioni placed on school districts who 

participate in Title 11? V ^ 



i?es _\ no 



Vt* Are you aware of the ei^phasif of Title III proRraffs nationwide? 

y es n o 

\T[I, The Rijasisns orbited a satellite (Sputnik I) around the earth before 
the Ihited Statesi In your opinion was this enough reason to bepin 
a nationwide federally assisted proprain in seierice and math? 



fed^i 
jes/ 



no ' 



VIII* Do you feel additional federal fimds should be obtained by your 
local school district? , ^ 



^es 



no 




Please explain your answer*^ 



TK« Are you no^^ or have you ever been concerned about the Federal novernirient 
placing eicccsflive restrictions on your local school district? 

. ■ . ' ,1 • 

NW (1974) BEFOPE (Five years apo) 

y es y es n o 
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X. in your opinion, what percent of the people in your school dlatriet 
' support the use of federal funds for education? 

• '6- 25% 26 -50% SI - 75% 



76 - 100% 



id. Ths Federal Gove mnent does not pay local proparty taj«s oa property 
: otmed within the adiool dlatrlct, Arf you' f miliar with the pregrffli 
■ to compensate for local taxes? 



^es 



no 



ni. to your opinion, what is the greatsst nfted of federally funded 
edueatlonal prograo^ In your local school dlatrlct? 



Xtll. In your opinion, what Is w r mi g with federally funded educatlsnal 
programs In your local school dlstilct? 



^V, Please make my additional ramorka about federal aid to edueatlon that 
you wish to make. 
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' APPENDIX B 





INTRODUCTION 

i 

This brochure hos been developed os a resdlt of 
0 needs asiessment conducted in three Florida 
counties concerning the knowledge of the public 
obout Fodcrnl programs* The intent of this bro- 
chure is to increase the knowledge of the public 
about these five programsp 

' ■ ■ *, ' . . . . ■ ^ 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE EDUCATION ACT 



' . ' 

Public Law 85464, Title III of the NatiDnal Defense Education Act 
of 1958* This law provided funds for improving instruction in 
science, mathematics, history* civics, geography, modern foreign 
languages, EngUsh, and reading. An amendment to the law 
added arts, humanitiesp /economic^, and industrsa] arts. 

ipURPOSE 

The Congress of the United States became concerined about the. 
United Statei falling behind in certain areas, especially science 
arid ma^thenr^atics, whea compared with, other major powers* Title 
III of the N.D,E.Ap was established in order to strengthch the 
educational program so that the security of the United States 
would not be ' threatenedi The Congress identified; seiencej 
mathematics, history, civics, geography, modern foreign 
languages, English^ and reading as those subjects which need 
strengthening. An Aliernate Procedure is provided for in, the 
guidelines for the acquisition of printed materials, Instructional 
equipment and materials may be purchased with thes^ funds to 
strengtben the instructional program ior students, Minor 
remodeling pxid other needs may be funded under the guidelines 
if 'spedaljustincatiofi IS provided. ■ ^ v; ,1 : \ 

REQUIREMENTS TO PARTICIPAire . 

y ^ 

Each Florida school district' may submit a project to the State 
Department of Education covering the academic subject ^(reas 
Identified above. Forms are provided by the State Department of 
^ucation for the purpose of making application for NDEA funds 
and must adhere to deadlines set by the DOEi Projects are based 
on 50% federal funding and 50% local funding. 

Each participating school district must conform to the provisions 
of Title VI of th^ Civil Rights Act of 1964/ . 

Equipment and materials lists are made available to each school 
district* Each project, as far as practical» must conform to those 
Items on the list. Any item not on these lists and those items 
marked SJR (Special justincaUion Required) must be accompanied 
by a special justiflcdtlonp ^ # ^ |. 

The'Dttpartment^qf Educatidn will approve each project based on 
the elfgibitity of the i)ems and the ap^roprtatness of the item In 
meeting the objective stated In the project, 

RpCENT CHANGES IN THE LAW ' , 

Funds for this program were Impounded. Fortuntttely,-^^Ky were 
later released by thtf courts. There have been no re ce|y ghanges 
In NDEA, • 
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USE OP FUNDS 



NDEA funds are al|ocate4 for inatertals other than textbooks and 
supplies consumed through use. These funds must be spent, 
within , the fiscal year of theit allotment. These fu^ds must be 
used in. the academic subject ^reas identlfled above. 



ACCOUNTINO FOR FUNDA 

The Department of Iducatlon provides a celling on NDEA-funds 
for each district. Funds not used bya district may .be 
redistributed to another district at the dlseretipR of ,{he 
'Oepartmtnt of Education, All records must be kept by the 'sjfelibol 
district until an audit is complete'd or as otherwise directed ^y 
Federal Law, 

RESTRICTIONS *i 

Funds are allocated for public elementary and seconda^ schools 
only and must be spent wttljin the year in which they are 
allocated. State Departments of Education are given responsibility 
for coordinating the applieatioh for these funds. ' ■ 

CONCLUSIONS 

School districts ',aro,vcry 'reeept to NDEA fuiids'ttrt ia imatchlng 
basis (507o local, .50% federal). These funds have given a needed 
boost to instruction in the academic subject areas. 
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FEDERAL IMPACT 

LAW ^ • " '^^ ; ..:^7 I : 

~'- . ' . " ■ ' • , " . - ■ ' ' " y i 

public Law 874 o<*the '81st ■Gprig^ss. TTiis law was approved September^ 
;30» 1950 and has bpen smgnded several timei since that date, The 
Bmendl^enti have not changed the Qrigina] intent of the^Maw to a 
iubsiaritial degree. ' / 

PURPOSE ' / : ; 

The Federal Government owns property within a school district or within 
a reasonable commuting distaiftce of r the school district. To compensate 
for this property being removed frorti the tax; roll of thev diitrifit the 
Congress of the United States has made futids 'aviilable to those school 
districts , that , qualify. . T^^ States Government recongnizes its 

fesponsibility'tb^rovide.^rtancia^^ toward th^ education of the • 

children of those eniployed ' 6^; federal property, living on -federal 
propefty* or on fulUtime duty wUh tWe:Unifprmed sepices* / 

REQUIREMENTS TO PARTICIPATE : - , / / 

Each schoyi district that qualifies under this/ law shall make an 
applicatjpn 'each year for these fun ! i ''^_^L^ > 

A survey !s tp be made once each year (in some cases a second purvey 
Is needed) to determine the .number of eligible/ students. The census is 
conducted near the beginnirig of the sch^l year by sending a ^census 
card home by each eligible student, to be' completed by the parent or 
guardilm« This census must incrude the following information 

1) students name and date of birth 

2) students address as of the survey date / 

3) school attended and grade / 

4) a census date / / 

5) the name of the parent or guardian ^nd t|ie employment ' — ^ 
information that causes thq student to bo' eligible 

6) a dated signature of the parent or guardian 

A list of federal agencies currently eligible , is mada available tolschod] 
districts by the federal government. | ' i 

■■■ - ■ \ .- J j\ : ' . 

Once the census has been tiikcn the application is then presented to the 
locar school board for appiovah The schpnl board must approve each 
project before it is submitted to the pcphftinent of Educatiort, The 
project Is forwarded from the pepartnicnt of Education to the 
pepartment of Heahh, Education, and Wpl^nre in Washlngtohg, D* A 
school distiict may be eligible for irhnnct aid if the average dally 
attendaiiee (ADA) is 3 percent of the tptnl ADA or 400« whichever is 
the lesser and Is at least 10. 1 ' 



RECENT CHANGES IN THE LAW 

Even though Congress has extended impart aid through fiscal i978,: impact 
aid Is in trdifble. A gradual phaseout is bein^v jnade fur childreh whos; 
parents work but do not live on federal property. Some sources believe , 
impact aid will contlnu^. to receive, attention until some new substitute 
Idgislatibri is passed^ ' : f; ' ? ^ 1 ' : ' 

ihie.rccent^hiendnfients tq sectloifs 5 W) (2) and 4 J[d| i(3> provide a vehicle i 
for individual states to inciued a portion of federal impact funds In the it?,te 
equariEatidn fprmula. As of this time the guidelines for implementation have 
not been developed. . * . 

Low rent housing students ar^ counted but to date have never been funded. 
It appears that ^partial fundtnE ^riay be a reality next year. ' \ 

■ ■ ''^ ^' ' ' " ' . ' ■? ^ \ ' 

USE OF FUNDS ^ ^ 

impact aid is considered to be. general aid* 'piese . funds may be sp^t for 
any purpose according to the wish'es^ of thelJ|local school district, 4n other 
words* no strings are attached; to these funds. ; ^ 

ArCOUNTING FOR - FUNDS / ■ 

The funds are audited through t1ie same procedares as all othef funds spirit 
by the school district. In additioni a spcclar'aitdft Is made of the cenius cards 
completed by the parent or guardian. This audU; determines the eilgibilUy of 
each student for impact aid arfd a final computation of funds ii based on this 

..;auditv<'-' r = r- . - . . - . - - 

RESTRI CTIONS 

The law requires that no personnel of the United States Gdvernment will 
exercise any directionf supervision, or control ovtr the currlculumt program 
of instruction, administration, or personnel of the local system as.;fli- result of ; 
participation in Ihis program. - ■ 

CONClLfSldN - : » 

Impact aid is an especially welcomed resource to the school district due to 
the lack of restrictions on the use of these funds. . \ ^ 



'^EgEA'imE ni y WNpyAtiVE and exemplary programs 



. LAW 



■ : Elamentaiy arid Sccondfty Educatioft ^ct of 1965, as amended in = 1969,. PV L, 

i " 1 91-230. This Aci Wis amended again tn the 'Educationai Amendments Act of 1974- 

^f^m - / * ESEA, Title 111 was consolidated^ along with other pfogfams, under the new name 

^ / V ^^'^ of Title IV of P,L. 93-380. Part C of title IV is now named "innovation and 

. ' v v' support ' Mn tha new law. 

PURPOSE . ' ^ ^ 

- As the 4ttle implies, Thii 
to educational problems based on learner needs and to share these sucecssful 
vpractices and products with other schools and districts throughout the' fnation. One. 
, ; = of the main concerns that caused Title 111 to be f9rmed was the belief that 

/ "^significant educatipna\ changes w 

ilfi^F ' aiW^uraged:^fnriovatiye idea^ classroom. Tlierefore, Title HI is designed to 

\. ;^ ^ifbvide supplefnentary services from outside thig school system to the educational 
1;;!^^ ' program to effect desired changes. 



REQUIREMENTS TO PARTICIPATE . ^ . 

Title in funds are distributed in the forrh of project grants. Each allocation is based 
on a competitive prbgfam of project applications. Grant recipients must prepare and 
foHow a detailed plan , for project operation and management. Applications are made 
to <li^;|St^te Department of Education, ^ppojects should be submitted before' or 
duringHhe year in which the funds h^ye ^en allocated- Notification of funding will 
be made by the appropriate state educational agency. 

RECENT CHANGES m THE LAW * 

Title III has boen amended several timei but remain^ subpiantially the same. Some 
additional areas of cmphasis^were added but the main thrust remains innovative 
and exempjary programs, Tile Educations Ain^ndnients Act of 1974, consolidated 
Title III and other prdgrarts under Title IV. The guidelines for Title IV liave not 
been released at this time, but from all indications ''Inndvation and exerfiplary" 
will remain a part of the emphasiSp . r ' 

USE OF FUNDS 

Title III funds must be used, according to the project application. These fun^s may 
not be used to supplant fijnds already being spent but. are intertUed to supplement 
the regular ichoor program. Public and, non-pubilc schools my participate in the 
services provided by Uiese rands. \ 

Title iU funds are geherally wovicfc for three years.* A request for extension must 
be made aftereach year of ofA 

, At least 15^/?xpf these funds must 'be used for special programs and projects 
especially designed for the handicapped* 
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ACCO UNTING FOR FUNDS 



The grant applFcation must include a budgetary section and expenditures must be 
yngdo^acco rding tojhis grant d(H!umcnt Th e Jiydgct .wHt be rnQnltorcd i^jroughqut tho^ 
"pericd of project eTigibility. Title ^ HI Rinds must not supplant any fun Js already bcm^ 
used for public and non-public operations* These funds must be clearly idcntifinbje 
as Title 111 fundi* and evidence provided to show that these funds are supplementary. 



Careful fiscal control and fund accounting must be provided ^ir fef all' other public 
funds. 



Htle III funds are limited to Innovative and exemplai^ programs for elementary and • 
secondary, public and non^publie school -children, and children of preschool age. 
Evidence must b§ provided that these funds are supplementary and' do not Ake thi' 
place of funds already being spent for tl^eie programs^ At least 15% of these funds 
are resetted for programs for the handicapped child ^ ^ 

CONCLUSION ! ;\ ^ ^ 

Title in has had an uncertain life. There have been dlftleultlei Jn funding that led 
some^to believe that-Title-llKwould not-be4a eKistene# dUring-the4^ 
still very active. This is due. in part, to Title III personnel doing an excellent job in 
publicizing the success theyliave had. An example of this success Is that 8S% of the 
demoa^flitions started by Title III during the first few years wpfe tontlnued v^ith , 
loeal'^mmittment and that 76% have developed Initructionai mateeriais which have 
been of value to other ichools. 



TITLE n • LIBRAAY RESOURCES 



LAW 

EJtmentary and Saeondary Education Art of 1%S| Title 11 - Public Law 89-10. 
PURPOSE 

The Congress of the United Statest faaliiing that teaching is becoming increaiingly 

dependent upon effective instructional materiali, made provisions' for the purchase of 

these materials to strengthen ind improve, the educational quality of the Jnstruciiona! ^ " V - 

program. These funds are made avallsble for school library materiaii high quality 

up-to-djte textbooks, and a variety bf other Instr^ 

REQUIREMENTS TO PARTICIPATE 

Title II funds are ejcpecied to be supplementary and may not be to iupplant 

funds already being spent fbr these materials* Federal funds made available under 

Title 11 may not be used for repair of materials, rebinding, consumable supplies, 

equipment, materiah for religious services or instruction* These funds must be ppent > 

for materials approved by an appf^priate statji or local educa^ 

The State Department of Education Is given the responsibility for approving Title U 
applications from the local school district* Any private school wUhlng to partlcipd ^ - 
/ in this program must submit an application through the local school district and must 
have filed an HEW Form 441 with the local 'school district, ; ' 

• ■ .... - ' .. \ ■' '. ' [ ■ ' . " f 

Appropriate information .must be kept on file to show that Title II funds are' not 
being used to supplant local or state funds for these library resources or iarvices* 

RECENT CHANGES IN THE LAW 

Title 11 funds mus! be spent according to relati^ need* A status report must be 
made of each public and eligible non^public school to determine relative need. Funds ' 
may not be distributed solely on a per capita basli. The basis used to determine 
relative need must be fully explained in the application^ ^ * 

USE OP FUNDS ' 

- Title II funds are made available to public and nion-public schools to improve the 
libraiy resources of Individual scboolSt These fundi are Intended for student and 
teacher use. 

. .. / _ . , . . . > ... - .- - - - - . . - .; ^ ..: ... 
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ACCOUNTING FOR PUND^ 

The State Department qf Education is given the responsibility for administering funds 
-allocated through Titlc-lB^^TIicsc funds arc subject to abdit as^arc all othcr-^tat<r and federal 
funds. The funds must be spent within the time frame established by the DOE. 

RESTRICTIONS 

Title I! funds may not be used to supplaat local and state funds already being spent for 
library j^iources. Any deerease in funds must be explained in the project to the satijifaction 
of the State Program Coordinator or face possible loss of Title II funds. ' 

CONCLUSION 

Title II funda are being escpended In a vital- area tov improve the instruetlonil services to 
students. — , 



TITLE I, ESEA 



Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, Title I; Public Law 89-10. This law hgs 
been amended on several occasions buf rcniains substantially - the saineV The latest 
iimendment is included in the Education Amendments of 1974* The current -Title I Law is 
Public law 93-380. 

PURPOSE 



The purpose of Title I Is to pr^ to local educational agencies^in^ 

meeting the high priority educational needs of educationally deprived students. These funds 
r^are allocated to local educational agencies by the U* S; Office of Education by use of a 
, formula l^t determines the degree of econoi|iic deprivation. The Title I monies "flow 
, through" tte State Department of Education and the State Commissioner is accountable for-*^ 
:: tha appropriate use of these funds. ' v 

^ REQUIREMENTS TO PARTICIPATE 

A loeal school di stric t must determine its eligibility by identif ying the n umb er a nd/o r percent 
of low^'income students residing within a school attendance zone. Each school must have a 
minimum number and/or 30% economically disadvantaged itudents or have a number and/or 
percentage higher than the average for the district to become a Title I target school r Part C 
of Title I must be used for additional or expanded services in schools having the highest 
percentage of economic disadvantagement of all the Title I schools. Participation in Title I Is 
not limited to the poor, only to the educillohally^ d 

attendance ariiasw (target schools), ^ ? ^ ^ ^ ^^^^ ^ V 

A needs assessment is conducted to determine the area(s) of emphasis for the Title I 
program. The needs are placed in priority. Each district must then determine the^ for 
J deilgiiatlng the educationally deprived. All of the education^ nfeeds of the educationally 
/ deprived students are met In the most e^nomicfiUy deprived school before students In tba 
vAneirt school with the highest concentr^tipn of children from low Income are served. Each 
^J4lstri0 must determine the grade level(s) to be served iisin| Title I ftinds/ 

A''Sch<^1 Board approved project application must be submitted to the Department of 
Ed^|M|ten for approval. The DOE will approve the proiro subject to the project' meeting the 
Titte^J rules* regulations, and guideUnes. lliese guidelines make provision also for 
ser^^es to eiiglbie students attending non^pubilc sch^ls. Tlieia students must be eligible 
uuder: the deflnitlon of educationally deprived and they must live , in a public school 
attindance zone that has been designated as a tar gb^s chool for their gradi !evel(s). In other 
wd^rds, they would be eligible to participate ifi the Tiro 1 prbgram If they were atteftding the 
pufciie school serving their attendance - - ^ ^ .^.^^ ^ 

RECENT CHANGES IN THE LAW 

^Fo^a number of years Title I has required that partldpatlng districts have a Pajrent Advisory 
CoundL The Ediieation Amendments of 1974 requite that each Title I school p^vide a Pa^nt 
Advisory Coundl and that a majority of its memberi . be parenti of eligibly I students . 
being served by the pfogfam* Parents are responsible for the elertio^/of their parent 
represeptativaSp This council has the res^nsibiUty of assisting In the planning and evaluitton 
of the Title I program. ' / 
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^j^p^R OF FUNDS . . 

.;:«ES£A^^Titte l,funds are designated to be used to improve instructional and supportive services to 
^ueatioriallyy derived '^Stud^ These funds must not supplant funds already being spent in lim 
'■"ffcgular^ p for services to these students. A comparability report must be made each year to the 

. ^'Department of Education using data collected on a date designated by the U, S* Commissioner of 
Education to show that Title I schools have an equitable share of the local and state funds, 

[ hTitle I funds have provided approximately $300 more of instructional and supportive services per Title 
I student than for a non-Title I student/ The total number of students that can be served by the Title I 
F ^ pfbgram is detei-^ine^d by d the total allocation of the district by $300. : . 

A portion of the Tltte '^I funcls. computed by use of the current indirect cost factor for the school 
dIstrlctV may be used to compensate \ for the 

ACCOUNTING FOR FUNDS 

On-site review visits are made by* State Title I personnel to determine whether the instructional 
prtigram Is being implemontad as approved in the project appHcation and that the funds *are being 
spent in accordance with Title I law. rules, regulations, and guideJInei. In additlont federal auditors 
periedically~aadit^he~spending~of these~fundr~in "aecordan 

RESTRICTIONS 

School districts must determine eligibility of each school attendance zone, including non^publlq school 
students, to participate in Title 1 programs* Only those stiidents meeting the criteria for economic 
disadvantagement can be used to identify target schools. Only those students inbeting the ^^c^^^ 
educational disadvantagement may be served through the use of Title I. funds; 

CONCLUSION. 

Title I has, by far, the largest appropriation of federal funds being distributed to the local school 
districts through the "state. Title I is designed to improve the educational achievement level and 
opportunities of those students who are educationally deprived as determined by the selection criteria 
as defmed by the local school district* 
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. Turlington 

MiSSIONEH' ' : 



v ^APPENDIX D ■ - - ■ ' 

State of FLo:pi?i>A 

Department OF ^Education 



TALIAHASSEI 32304 



DIViiiONO^ EkiMENTAl 
•I€ONPAR¥ EOUC^T 



February 6, 1975 



Nfr. Ott is Houston . 
309 Pine Street . . - 

Lake City, Florida 

Dear Mr. Houston t 

In rasponse to your letter and materials, ^ I read with interest 
the material that has been seleeted for distribution in the . v 
three coimti as to increase the knowledge o£ the public conearning 
Title I. My reactions are written in on your paper* I trust they 
may be useful to you. You seem to have a good capsule/ suscinct - 
presentation which should be helpful to thosa who receive it, ' ^ 
Which, in this case I imagine, are those p^arsons in^ur selected 
three counties who participated in your survey* 

Good luck with your ,pract^^ym^ to improve some aspectTof. t^ 
educatiohal program, inc/easirtg tha knowledge of the public^cbncaming^ 
Federal programs, / 

Best wishas in your endeavors, ^ 

Sincerely, 



Charlotte C. White 



cwh 
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- HAlFH D. TOWLINOTON 

v.- COMM'SSIONtR 



State of Florida- 

Department OF EIducation 

TAllAHASSII 3*804 

February. 19, 1975 ' 



h9 



Mr . _Otti s _Hous ton 

309 Pine Street ; ■ 

Lake City, Florida 320S5 ~ - , 

Dear Mr* Houstons c ^ 

I have your paper oh psderal Impact Funds and fee 1 that you. 
have' dona a good piece of work. The following notations 
are made for your benefits " 

. •? ■ , " ^ . . = ■ ' • . . ' ■ 
p. 2 Eligible federal property lists are 
— ^ —— ^ ^provided by- the- USOB *^-^^^^^^^^—^^ — 



p, 3 You may want to mention the possibility 

of incorporating part of these funds into 
- the equalization formula. (This will swap 
' at^te dollars for V federal dollars) * 

p* 3 Low rent housing may start getting some ; 
payments nfeKt year* No promise! 1 

The above suggestions may be too technioal to cons^ider^ in 
your paper depending on your purpose. 

Sincerely, 





* Gilbert L. Gentry, Chifef 
Bureau of District School Finance 
and Business Management 



GLGitb 
Enclosure 
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State OP FLORIDA 

laiph- D. Turlington - DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

■ TAUAHASSiE 32304 

' February 10, 197.5 
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PlVISfON OF ELEMENTARY AND ~' 
SECONDARY EDUCATION : 
WOQDROWJ.OARDEN 
OiRiCTQR _ 



to. Ottls_ Houston . „ . ^^=^0 

309 Pine 'Street ' : J 

Lake City. Florida 32055 

Dear Mr, Houston s 

Thank you for the opportunity to coranent regarding the 
Iriformatlon you put together about Title II of ESEA 
and Title III of NDM* - ^ 



Thlfe information should be vary helpful to someone 
with little tanowledge of these programs . 

I have written In a few suggestions on the attached 
copy of your brochure and hope that they will' be of 
help. 

Please feel free to contact me If additional ^nforma-* 
tlon Is needed. Thank you for your efforts in behalf 
of these programs. \ 

Sincerely I , 





loseph C* Taranto 
Coordinator 5 ESEA Title IX 
and OTEA Title III 

JCTibsl ; ^ 

Attachment 
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^Mi#Ottis Houston 
309 Pine Street 

Lake City, Florida 32055 ' \ ^ ': 7 

Dear Mr. Houston: h 

Thank you for your interest in educatlonaV deveropment sponsored 
through Title III of the Elementary and Secondary E'ducatlon Act. I 
.have read wi th__i nterest. and care _the_ attachmeni Jo_ your recent lette r. 
Provided below, by top1c5 Is a reaction to that overy lew. 

TITLE 

ESEAs Title III (P.L. 91-230) was designed to support the ^d 
of innovative and exemplary programs for elementary and secondary 
education. The word "experimental Implies "research: The conno- 
tation of research is not an accurate descriptor of ESEAp Title III; - 
Projects, 1n their developmental efforts, generally attempt to apply 
the findings of research in designing and tes^tlng innovative methods 
and materials. Therefore, proaects seldom engage in what is generally 
defined as 'Research*- by the academic corranunity. 

LAW . ; ■ — ■ ' : ^ ; 

ESEA, Title III, as currently constituted. Is Title III of the Ele- ^ 
mntary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended in 1969, P.L. 
91-230. However, the Act was amended again in the Educational ftnehd- 
ments Act of 1974, which was signed into law by the President in late 
1974vESEA, Title Ili^was consolidated 

under the new name of Title IV of P.L. 93-380. Part G of Jitle: IV is 
now named. "Innovation and support*^ in the new law. The law calTs for 
a phasing-in of Title IV in the 1976 fiscfl year. During;FY 76, one 
half of the allocation will be managed under Title HI and the remaining 
amount under Title T^rt The guidfTines for Title IV are to be released V 
In the Federal Register within s^eral weeks. 



63 




Mr. Houston 
- Page 2 
•February, 24, 1975 
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. ' PURPOSE '■ - ' . • , • 

. The purpose of ESEA, Title III has been and remains to.be two-fold in 
nature. The first purpose is to develop and test innovative solutions 
• to educational i^roblems based on learner needs.. And, the second pur- . 
pose is to share successful practices and product^, with other schools 
and districts throughout the nation. 

,' REQUIREMENTS ' , 

■ ESEA, Title III funds are awarded', on a competitive basis, to local 
■ educational agencies for the purpose of developing or demonstrating 
innovative practices. Development-oriented grants may be issued .each 
year, up to -three years , for the purpose of developing and testing a 
new practice^ Demonstration grants may be Issued tach year, up to two 
years, for the purpose of demonstrating a new practice, and provfding - 
training and assistance to adopters. 

Grant recipients must prepare and follow a detailed plan for project . 
operation and management. The non-pubTic sector of education is allowed, 
under the law, to participate In project activities and receive the 
benefits of its services. ^ 

Rather than discuss the other elements of ESEA, Title III, I am en- 
elosing' a copy of Florida's Manual for Applicants and Grantees (1974), 
which provides program related information. 

I hope the information provided is sufficient for your needs. If you 
should desire additional information about our program, please contact 
me. I will be happy to provide further assistance. 

Again, thank you for your interest tn quality and imagination in edu- 
cation— ESEA. Title III. ' 1 



Sincerely, 



Leo H. Howell rwr. 
Administrator 
Educational Innovations 





LHHsclc 
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APPENDIX E 



309 Pl»« Sl^Met 
Iak<> Ci ty, Florldm 
March 21*^ 197$ 




^ A aurrey nas made duriiif the FaOl of 197U to detenrtnt the 
•xt«nt of knowledge of the publlQ dotic^rnlntr federal pf^^in'Mie^ It 
was oonolQded from this stu-rey thmt a high percentage of the publlt 
needed additional information. The enoloaed broehure has been 
developed to supply this Infomation to the.pttbUc* In addition, 
this broehnre Is tafing. used as partial ftilflllj^ent of a requirement 
for the EdD Degree frm NoTa UniVerslty. 

Your assielmoe is needed in this pogt surrey to assist in 
dete^itdning the effeatiTeness of the broohure in es^andlng the 
knowledge of the pubUe about federiQ. progrms* V^ould you please 
read the brochwe, ooioplete ^he questionnaire, ^d m^l It in the 
self ^addressed envelope pronged for your use f Oi^ a sgple of the a 
pttblle in Columblaf HemoidOi and Highlands Counties is fielng surveyed 
therefore, it is of great importuoe that yow reply be made* Jfy 
goal is lOOfI return vlthin seTen (7) d^^. 

' ' % ■ . -■ ..... . ..... 

fhtfA you for your time and effort* 



Sincerely, 



I 



. - . - - ~ . FEDERAI. PROGF^ QUESTIONNAIRE (FINAL) - 

/ 

Arft you aware of the area .of emphasis of the Title I prograni in ywr 
local school district? 



S4 



II. 



Da you tmderstand Jthe procedure) how a^achool becomes a Title I 
target school'^ 



jres 



no 



rin. 



;Is participation in Title I In your school district limited to 
Uie poor? ^ 



no 



IV« Are yoti aware of the emphasia of the Title II program in your local 
aohool district? 



jres 



V# Are yoii aware of the restrictions plaead on schoo^^ distriots who ^ 
pai^lcipate in Title 11? ^ 



res 



no 



VI# Are you aware of the emphasis of Title III proir^ns natlonvlda? £ 

y es . n o ^ ^ * , ' ■ 

VII* The Russims orbited a satellite {Sputnik I) M*Qiind the earth before 
the United States* In your opiiden w^ss this enough reason to begin 
a nationid.de federil3y assisted pregrsm in aciehae and math? / 



jres 



no 



VIII# Do you feel additional federal funds should be obtained by your 
' school ^strict? ^ 



jres 



no 



tXm Are you now ^r have you ever been aoncernad about the Federal Government^ 
placing excessive restrictions on your local school district? 



NOW (1975) 



BEPO^ (TCve yews ago) 




'S^^^^fil^ In^^y^ cipinJIJon^ what percent of the public in your achool district ^ 
: . ^ , : supports the use of federal funds for education? \ - 



does not pay local jwroperty taxes on property 
owned within the school district. Are you f arrdllar with the program 
to cofmpenaate for local tax^s? 



jrea 



no 



^1, Using the rating scale below^ circle the nuriber that indi^ 

weriill^opinlon of the brochure in pronrlding inforaatdon about Jefleral ' 
: programs? . . 



12 

ma 



3 , U 



8 



9 10 
HIGH 



XIII. Please mate your auggestipni for revision of the broehmipe. 
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■RESULTS OP THE PRE-SURVEY CONCERMING jtUERAL PROGRAMS 



: I. tojS^ you fljiare of the ar^ of emphasis, of ttje Title I i^ogram in your 

^^^^'i^Si&^li6iil'^6i3iTX<:t'i n ^ - , 

; Columbia' Gdirnty Ye 
Hernando County j Ye 



Total, 



Yes h 



6k% 


No 


36% 


3a% 

3^ 


No 


62% 


No 


67% 




No 


51* ■ 









II • Do you imderstandHtHe pro^^adnre) how a school tee©m©s a Title I target school? 



GoliwnWa County Ybb 3^ 

...... . ■ . . . . . . -. )\ 

HernMido _CoTmty Yesl 31% - 

Highlands -Coimty Yes 22% / 

f , • 1 

Total Yes 30l!l 



No 68% 

N o 6 9% 

No 78% 

No 70% 



- pi. Is partieipatlon in Title I in your school distriot UMted to the poor? 



Golwbia County 


Yes 


11j% 


Ho 


27% 


Don't know 


59% 


\ Hernando Goimty ' 


Yes 


25% 


No 


19% 


Don»t know 


56% 


r' Highlands County 


Yes 


56% 


No 


32% 


Don't know 


22% 


'Total 


Yes 


26% 


No 


23% 


Don't know 


51% 



IV. '"Xre you awwe of th^ i; 
^^a^obl dlstriet? ] 



sis of the Title II progrfim In your locri 



4- 



: Coluiribi a County 

A VMrrimAo Coimty ^ 

\ J: ■ ^ "■ / - 

|ffl.^lands County 

ipotal ^ 



Yes 


23% / 


No 


77% 


Yes 


25% *^ 


No 


75* 


Yes 


11% 


No 


89% 


yes 


21% 


No 


79% 
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'V« Are you aware of the restrictions placed on school districts who jx 
participate iiv Title 11? . 1 , ■ 



Colmbia County Yea ' 5$ No 9$% 

Hernando County Yes 19$ No 81^ - " ■ 

. Highlahds County Yes 11% # No 89* 

*s'fqtal Yes 11% No 89% 

yi. Are you aware of the emphasis of Title III programs nationwide? , 
Columbia County Yes lh% No 86% 
Hernando County Yes 13% No 87% " 
Pghlands County Jes -il% No 89* 

Tota Yes 13% No 87% „ ' 

VII. The Russians orbited a satellite (Sputnik J) around the earth bofora 
* the United States, In your opinion was this enough reagon to begin 
-^ P_ - ajvationwide_^ d^ally^asM^sjted^pjogram i n scienee and math? 



Colimbi a County' Yfes ijl% No 59% 

Hernando County Yes 56% No 38% (one no response) 

Highlands County Yea 33% No 56% (one no rosponao) 

Total Yes IS% No 51% ^ • 

Vlitt * Do you fool additional fodoral fundo should bo obtolnod by your local 
Qchool diotriet? 

Columbia County Yos 61i% No 36% 

Hornnndo County Yea 01% No 19% 

Highlands County Yoo 70% No 22% 

, Total Yoo 72% , No " 20% 
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0 



; - • ■ " • : . ■ $8 

[X, A're you now or have you ever been coneerned about the FedeMl Qovernment 
placing excessive restrictions on your loeal^flchool district? 

KOW (1?7U) BEFORE (FiTe ye la's ago) 

Colmibia County Yea 68$ No 18$ Yes 59% No 9% 

Hemando County ' tea' 6S^ No 31*' Yes 31* No 3W _ 

Highlands County Yes 56* No 33* Yes 78* No 22* 

Total Yes 66* No 26* Yes 53* No ^ 19% 

(Many surveys did not have a response to both items. Others had no opinion,) 

X. In your opinion, ^vhat percent of the people in your school district support 
the use of federal funds for eduMLtion? » 

ColuDibia County 0- 25* 26 - 50*J2_ 51- 75* 76 - 100*_9_ 

• Hemando County 0 - 25* _L 26 " 50*jL 51 - 75* JL 76 - 100*_J_ 

Highlands County 0 - 25* 26 - 50* 22 51 - 75* Jh_ ?6.. 100*_^ 

' Total o' - 25* 26 - 50* ^6 $i - 75* J9_ 76 - 100*Ji^ 

=^Some^esponsea'4ncltideti no ppinion.) , — 



XI. The Faderal Govorrenent does not pay looal property twees on property 
owned within the ochool district. Are you faiidliar with the prpgram 
to compenaate for local taxes? 

Colwibia County Yoa lli% No B6% ' 
Hernando County Yea 6% No 9li?£c# ^^ 
HlBlilandD County Yoe 11?& No 69^ 
Total Yes IVl No 89?5 

^ - ' 

Tho rofiponsoa Rivon to quootiono 12, 13i and Di, that follow, are taken 

Vfirbatlm from tho quontionnairo, Tho InvontiRator did not attempt to ohanRo 

tho roBponno Ri'^^TOiatlcnlly or to Improvo on the spelling* 
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XII. In your opinion, what is the greatest need of federal^ funded 
educational progr^3 in your local school district? 



1« reading, math * 

2. We are five years behind in our building program*. Wt need these funds 
to help catch up in our school building prpgrffln. * 

3. To revMip the whole federal program, 

. U# Teaching the children to read and retain what they read. Also, a great 

emphasis could be used to teach simple math to some of the sane catogerles* 
5« taTger reading progrmn. It needs to reach more children, 
6* Classrooms. Quality education to allow our students to be competitive 
past grade 12. New schools are nice but not the most important thing 
in our educational system* ^ality in instruction 1st and quality 
materials for them to use* 
7* Good vocational school (potential drop out) (socially maladjusted) 

8, The greatest need is for this program to help children who are having ^ 
problems in the regular school subjects. We have been able to receive 
more books of interest to the growing child, 

9, Improve the reading ability and speliing, 
10* Do not feel well enough informed to coiment on this* 
11* To; further reading tutoring^ more vocational courses* 

12. A little too dictatorifiLl since I feel school districts are not/ exactly 
the same throughout the U.S. ^ . 

13. More classrooms for smaller classes, 

1^. .Moj*e vocational and special programs for acadaifdc advancement, 
IS, Federal funds for N,i,U, programs to help under pri^leged children 
with employment* 

16* I feel that people involved with federal funds tend to waste money on 

frivolous innovations rather than basic teaching. 
17. Special classes for low learning students, speech therapy. Expanding 

schools and more teachers then the classrooms will not be overcrowded. 

with students. * ^ , - ^ 

18* Schools ' ' 

19* Moat people do not understand how federal funds are being spent ^ These 
progrOTS need, to be explained to the public. Greater emphasis should 
be placed on reading and math in our county. 

20. Publicize the use of those funds. ^ 

21. To got the people to understand what the funds are used for. 

22. Gonstructlon of school buildings, 

23. Wo nood more claBsroomnp toactrera ^d supplies. The county la growing 
rapidly which makes it' hard to keep up. 

2I4, Education of the public, 
25» More educational facilities. 

26. A naod for media resources. Wo know that such a progrcun oxists but 

to date, wo haven* t been able to obtain funds for it* 
27* Help to teach rondlnR, 

28, More money, ^ , u 1 

29, Our RrofttoBt need from the Fodbral Oovommont ia mord funds for ecnooJ. 
construotlon and to help relievo over*crowded schoola. , 

30, Moro text books, additional lanRuaRo courceo in the elemont^ary sohoolp. 
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31» The teachini of reading, ' 

32* PubUcity for the programs, 

33* Rea^ng wid money to build sohools, 

3U* Co help reach all the ohlldren with Afferent programe to help the 

child ImBrn batter* 
35* Kindergwten and migrmt programs »e good, Capitol outlay funds * 

would be v^uablff* ; 
36, Afftctiya and value training progrOTS for students, toaehers, adndn- 

istratorS| and parents* 



nil. In your opinion, what Is wrong with fsderally J^ded eduoational 
programs in your local school district? . ^ 

1* Let the pubUo know what the schools are doing* The new law .that 
^ makes the schools give a report at the end of the year is good* 
2, The public does not understand federal fluids* 

3* 1 donH feel like nothing is wrong, because I have seen the result "of 

it helping many children* 
U* Overload of paper work, takes teacher's time from children, 
5* I have no complaint . 
6* They donH teach reading, 

7* If people could understand what is happening with tl^ese funds I don't 
think anything would be wrong, 

8, They are taken advantage of by people that could help themselves but 
as long as we do the* job for them they will never mature and take care 
of themaelves* * 

9, Tliere seems to be too much paper work and too many guidelines* 

10, Higher taxes. ' 

11* There are many federally ^ndod programs in existence but when applied 

for the funds are not allocated, 
12. People need to know how the money is being spent. 
13» No body knows about thom# ' * 

111* Too rtany rontrictions placed on thd" funds, ; 
Ig. There in nothinp: wrong with fodorally ftinded educational programs, ^ 

becauBO all programs have their restrictions one way or the other. 
16* The schools donH let the parentn know what is happening with these 



17, Nobody undorstandD what the funds produce, . / 

10. The program neods to be oxplolnod to the public. 

19. It is too hard to got the money* The aovemment has so* much rod tap© 
and paper' work, • / 

RO* Not familiar enough with* programs to know which are fodorally funded* 
iu J donH find nnyWng wrong with tho fodorally funded programs in 

my dlotrlct, ^ , ^ 14 ui-. 

22* I nm told that tho amount of funda allocatnd aro not doflnitoly reliable 
^ndUfth «©r Available «nrly enough fot* adequate planninR* » 



3, Not continued Into upper grades. No follow-iipl ' . 

U, They don't reach enough people. / . iu 

5. The aaninlstrators are reluotwit to involve the school until the I2th 

hour resulting In a poorlj- organized progran, 
^6, The people need to be made aware of them, . 



nv. Please make any adtU.tlonal remarks about federal aid to education 
, that. you wish to make, 

1. Mai^ of the lay public are not knowledgeable of existing federal aid 
to education, or of the implications of such aid. — 

2. School Boards should hire people just to oversee these programs and 
nothing else. Then the pubUo would understaiid what these programs 
are doing for the children, 

3. I'm all for federal aid to education if it tiJces this for the children 
to obtain the skill of" reading. We certadnly cannot neglect the fact 
that there are children who need soeoial help In imany fields, 

h» I realize that if you accept federal, aid there are always restrictions 
' mi quaaiflcatlons but it seems we need federal aid in order to stay 

competitive. - , * t i *u ' 

I need to know more about federal aid to education. I feel that the 
average person in w district would be unable to answer these questions 
. intelligent]^ , ^ ' x-j * 

6. 1 would Uke to see more federal^ funded programs in my dlstrtet, 

7. To see that the needed students receive the information. 

8. I wonder If the general pubHo knows much more than.I on these programs. 
Also, feed-back from educators on the local level should receive special 
emphasis— that "s really "»riiere it's at". 

9. Against federal stwid on busing, prayer in school, and insistanoe of 
minority' race teachers instead of qualified teachers., , 

10. As happens with most large businesses, there is a great deal of waste 
and I feel that, in general, Inef f IcAncy Inoreasea or worsens the 
larpor a business becomes, (So we can't escape from reality,) Of 
course the argument aRolnot mine Is that auch a setup (with inefficiency; 
creates more jobs with more employment. But, 1 also contend that the 

^ administrators handling the govorranont funds for education tend to 

lose BlRht of the student as an individual. I. think that, generally _ 
opoaking, each principal (and NOT the supertnt&ndent of ochoola) should 
have some f roodom and oomo say so as to how funds appropriated niight 
bo uoed at his or her school. After all, most principals are nature 

11. Tho^iocal school board should not bo too reatrloted in the use of 
federal nid yot aomo rostrictlona are needed to inauro that the aid . 
isusod for the purpose it is meant to be used, I would like to see 
fodoral nid put into tho gonoral budget to be used in alVaroaa ^ 
education 80 fls to benof it ovoryone not just a few, BuildinB now 
cloaoroomo for smaller claosoe ip the boot oxamplo of uao in that way. 



12* Lack of faith between oountyi state and federal government in funding 
programs. Teachers should be involved In planning. They are aware 
of the situations that an adbninietrator or eleated official never 
comes in direet oontaet with. It would make for a better all around 
progran. It seems federal aid is gotten and then draiped in their 
laps and they are told to do such and. such by oertiin date or you 
lose it* If they had been involved it would be a smoother process* 

13. I do not agree with the policy of buying not needed supplies or 
equipment in order to get the safne amount, or a larger amount of 
money for the next year* I also feel that the federal government 
initiates progrMis for short periods of time .and then expects the 
state or cotmty to continue them without the benefit of federal funds. 
I feel that the goverranent is'too far removed to understand local 
problems • - 

iJk* Each family should be le^ed equally for education t6 a certain degree. 
Every time the goverrmient takes responsibilities of parents i they 
depend on it more and more* It is not fair for the ^ddl© income 
famiJies to hear the burden of the cost of education of the majority 
of this nation's children, when many parents urn equally as able 
to work* We give everyone Bn equal opportunity to education but 
we should also make it imperative that everyone that is able should 
also work md provide for their omi children. *The tax burden could 
then be more equally shared, , , 

15* I really think fedaral aid to education is appreciated by all school 
districts but I donH like the different set of stwdards and guide* 
3ines we must have in order to get federal aid. 

16. Federal^ aid should be allocated accotding to need wid on an equal 
basis. - 

17. More publicity is needed on federal progrfflns. - 

18* I feel as a tax payers that the Federal Govermnents waste or puts 
other priorities before the education Of our children who will be 
the leaders of our nation in the future* The condirion of our nation 
today is evidence enough that this policy cannot and should not ' 
continue. In our district our schools are five years behind in school 
construction with the growth of our county. ,1 feel more Federal aid 
should be allocated for this and less money spenV on studies on '*Why 
msbies Ply?"| '^Ihy children fall off tricycles?" etc. In short 
I feel that more of our tax money should go to our school systom 
with lose restrictions. . I feel that our school officials know more 
about the need of our school and how the money should be- spent than 
the federal government since they are not in the classrooms and 
school systems. The Federal Ooverranent has enough problems of It's 
own to solve without interf erring in the local needs of each school 
in the country. 

19* I believe that the federal aid shuuld continue, becpuse it Is helpful 

to insert many educational progrcuns In the school to help the average 

if not the below averngo* 
20. I think it is vitally nooded for highor education (colloges and 

\irttverfiitlos)t X fool local K-12 schoolfl should remain moro locally 

flnimced* 

21* I think it should bo bettor handled for the local needs of oach school 
dlatrict - easy to nny, hard to dd, I know* 
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■' ■ • ■ . .APPENDIX H ; 

SUQQESTIONS FOR REVISION OF THE BROCHURE 

1. Thie brochure is the best of its kind I have seen* It is brief and to 
the point but gives much information. The only change I could suggest is 
further clarlfleation of the last sentence on the first page of the infonhation 
on "Federal ImpaDt", "A school district may be eligible for impact aid if 

the average daily attendance (ADA) of eligible students is 3 percent of the 
total Also, the last sentence in the ESEA Title III section has an ' 

error in spelling * materials instead of mateerials, 

2. The brochure is well drawn (sic) to increase the knowledge of the 
Federal Program getting some segments of society to study these* 

3* Until I received this Federal Progr am Brochure I was unaware of most 
of the infonnation. I would recommend distribution of this brochure, 

I U* I would certainly like to see more done for college bound pupils in the 
f way of ^offering prep courses ^In Senior year. So much is done for slow 
learners, which is wonderful| but it is a shame we forget the bright ones* 

•. • " . ■ ' : ^ ■/ ■ ■ ■ ^ . ^ - 

5* Very good as ie# 

> ! ■ ^ . ■ ■ - - " " ■ 

6, Very well prepared. Only one suggestion, on front coyer of brochure add, 
"Federal Programs dealing with Education". - , 

7. Excellent presentation, see no need for change* 

No suggestions. I thought it was well^organiEed and infcsiinfiation. 
9» I feel that the brochure is adequate*' ' ^ \ ..\ * 

10, Title I, ESEA - Requirements to Participate, 2nd paragraph - third 

* sentence is not worded clearly - before students in the school with the 
next highest concentration of children from low*-income are served* 

11, iBriefor, less legal terms, more exmnples* 

12. For furthor identification, you could Include specific examples of those 
programs in the three county areas. It also might aid In encourAging support 
for obtaining thoso f\md3, Otherwinn, vrry woll dnnn. 

* . , ■ 

13. ■ Shortnr and sinplcr language. Many of the pooplo (public) involvod 
could not unriorstand thin, 

llu If it is your goal to Infom a Bubstantial ma.lorlty of parents, then 
oomo attention ohould bo given to the gimplification of your vocabulaty 
in doaoribing thnso programs* 
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ig. Get it together tell it like it is. 



16# The broahure should include aome of the vital educational areas in • 
vhich these funds have riraady helped the sohoole, to which aid has been . 
applied^ and how progrlssive these areas are with the funds* ^ 

Vfm Your questions regard lobal progpami* The brochure deals only with 
these prograns on the broader federri ievel. Otherwise, very well done, 

18, I read the brochure because I'm Interested in me^a research and I . " 
appreciate what you're trying to do. I can recall the "National Defense 
Education Act" and "Library Resources" and what they are about, I couldn't 
recall which was. Title I, II, III, or what. Other than the two mentioned 
above, I couldn't find enough interest to read the rest of the brochure* 



